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trine that the constitutional decisions of the Supreme Court
of the United States are not binding upon the other depart-
ments of the Government, in respect to the matters which
they decide.

'On the 20th of July, 1829, Mr. Yan Buren, Secretary of
State in General Jackson's first Cabinet, gave instructions to
Mr. MeLane, then going to the court of England as minister of
the United States, on the subject of colonial trade. By the con-
vention of 1815, reciprocity of intercourse was established be-
tween the United States and Great Britain, but this arrangement
was not extended to the British "West Indies. The result was the
passage of various discriminating and retaliatory acts on both
sides. At length, in 1825, the English Parliament passed an
act, offering reciprocity in the "West India trade, so far as the
mere carrying-trade was concerned, to all nations that might
accept the offer within one year. The Administration of Mr.
John Quincy Adams did not avail itself of this offer, preferring
to accomplish by treaty the free admission of our products into
the British islands for consumption, and not regarding the
admission of our vessels as an object that ought to be severed
from that of our productions. This purpose had not been
accomplished when Mr. Adams went out of office, and the
direct trade between the United States and the British "West
Indies remained closed in consequence of the mutually re-
taliatory legislation. Mr. McLane was instructed by Mr. "Van
Buren to reopen this subject, and in these instructions the
Secretary said:

" The opportunities which you have derived from a participation in
our public counsels, as well as other sources of information, -will enable you
to speak with confidence (as far as you may deem it proper and useful so
to do) of the respective parts taken by those to whom the administration,
of this Government is now committed, in relation to the course heretofore
pursued upon the subject of the colonial trade. Their views upon that
point have been submitted to the people of the United States, and the
counsels by which your conduct is now directed are the result of the
judgment expressed by the only earthly tribunal to which the late Admin-
istration was amenable for its acts. It should be sufficient that the claims
set up by them, and which caused the interruption of the trade in ques-
tion, have been explicitly abandoned by those who first asserted them, and
are not revived by their successors. If Great Britain deems it adverse to